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Dean of Chicheſters 


HEN Men of Figure and Reputation 
in the World engage in Controver- 
ſies, every body is apt to conclude, 
that let the Truth of the Caſe lie on 

which Side it will, each Party will 
| act with Honour and Honeſty, will 
fairly cite what he oppoſes, will bring 
; the beſt of Arguments againſt it, and 
will endeavour fo to exprefs himfelt, as to make even 
an Adverſary not miftake his Meaning. Tis but 
common Juſtice to the Credit of any Gentleman, to 
be thus far prepoſſeſſed in his Favour ; not eafily to 
give into Calumnies, let them be charged on which 
Side they will; but in ſuch Caſes eſpecially to read 
with Cantzon, to examin with Care, and to judge Only 
as Evidence appears. CO EIS ; 


4 
2 

7 

7 

* 
7 
1 

3 


* 


A 2 When 


(0 4) 

When Fuſt the Dean of Chicheſter came into this 
Controverſy, I own I was pleasd, becauſe I thought 
that his Abilities wou'd quickly remove thoſe Hrone- 
ous Notions (if they be Erroneous), that I had eſpouſed. 
But by I know not what ſtrange Turn, the Merits of 
the Cauſe have been dropt; Another Controverſy, and 
Another have been ſtarted; and what began in an 
Exanunation of the True Nature of the Kingdom of 
Chriſt, (a Subject the moſt important of any in the 
World to Chriſtians), is dwindled into a Vindication 
of the Corporation and Teſt Acts; into Perſonal Ca- 
lumnies, and Reproaches; into ſuch Inve#ives as no Man 
I dare ſay could have conceiv'd, when Dr Snape and 
Dr Sherlock firſt came in. 

That the World may judge of this ſurprizing Con- 
duct in the Dean of Oicheſter, who perſiſts in it 
that he returns Arguments for Invectives, Reaſons fer 
Reproaches, xgvore xaazecoy i. e. Gold for Braſs; 
(See Condition and Example, &c. p. 50,) I think it but 
Juſtice to the World to lay . them His Afethod 
of quoting his Adverſary, and the Arts he has uſed to 
defame the Lord B. of Bangor. 

The Firſt thing the Dean of Chicheſter publiſhed to 
the World on Occaſion of this Controverſy was. 
Remarks upon the Lord Biſhop of Bangor's Treatment of 
the Clergy and Convocation, By a Gentleman, tis {aid 
in the Title Page: But the Dean has been ſo often 
challenged both in publick and private with being its 
Author, and he has never yet denied it to be his own, 
and it has ſuch interna! Marks, that I think I do hun 
no Injuſtice in laying it at his Door. 

The very Firſt Paſſage this Worthy Perſon has oc- 
caſion to cite from the Biſhop of Bangor, is p. 5. out of 
p. 41. of his Lordſhip's Letter to Dr. Snape. The 
Words are theſe, © T have this Satisfaction, that TOU 
© come. FOUR Jef into this whole Condemnation ; and 
nat only. 10 U, but indeed All and every Man of the 
* Church of England; every Man of Thoſe Themſelves 


«© ho 
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ho have treated me in the ſame unbandſome mannes 
upon this Account.” To know what manner, ſays the 
Gentleman, bis Lordſhip means, we muſt have recourſe 


to the Words immediately preceding, © expole, vilify, 
7 * uſe me as YOU pleaſe.” 


The GENTLEMAN (who profeſſes himſelf 


face fo much concerned at the Charge of Calumny) is 


ſo well (1 am fatisfied) acquainted with the Con- 
ſtruction of Words, that he could not but know, that 
the Words, expoſe, vilify, &c. were addreſſed to 
Dr Snape, and oxly to Him: They are not capable of 
any other meaning, becauſe they are ſo much limited 
by thoſe Terms, TO U, and TOUR OY N, no 
leſs than Fve Times occurring in the Sentences, as 
quoted here. TOU, Dr Snape, may expoſe, vilify and 
nſe me as YOU pleaſe, YOU TOUR ſelf come in- 
to this Condemnation, c. I appeal to any Man, if 
this is not as clear as Words can expreſs it; ſo clear, 
that no Adverſzry who acted upon Principles of Ho- 
nour could miſtake it. 

What now 1s it that the GENTLEMAN in- 
fers from this Paſlage? or which way can the Reader 
conceive that the Convocation is injurioufly treated 
here? Why truly, it camot be diſputed, he thinks, 
that this Complaint, © Expoſe, vility, uſe me as you 
*©- pleaſe,” relates to the Lower-Houſe of Convocation ; 
And then His Lordſbip's Charge is, That They bave ex- 
poſed him, vilified him, and uſed bim as they pleaſe, 
i. e. in an Arbitrary manner, without any Regard to the 
Juſtice or Merit of his Cauſe, p. 5. 

His Lordſhip complains with a great deal of Juſtice, 
that others had treated him in the ſame imband ſame 
manner that Dr Snape had. The People in Town and 
Country heard too often from the Pulpits, (what 
ought. never to proceed from them), Hard Names, 
and Perſons pointed at with bitter Reflextons; And 
the Preſs ſwarm'd with virulent Libels, and ſuch 
wicked Defamation, as few I believe wou'd have fo 


readily 


(6) 


readily forgiven, and fo eafily have put up, as his 
Lordſhip has. Becauſe his Lordſhip complains of this 
unhandſome Uſage, ot perſonal Affronts, and perſonal 
Indiguit ies oftered to him; this Gentleman infers, that 

the Lower-Houſe of Comvocaticn is meant, which he 

ſhows did not expoſe, did not vilifie, did not Uſe him 

in an Arbitrary manner. 

Ibis is the very Firſt Paſſage the GEN T LE- 

MAN cited in this Controverly ; with what Inge- 

nuity I leave the Reader to judge. 

The Dean of Chichefter has often pleaded for the 
Liberty. tv write as be thinks fit, But is this Conduct 
the Conduct of a Gentleman? Or is it not the groſſeſt 
and moſt wilful Miſrepreſentation? Is this to be 
excuſed under the Name of Weakneſs or Ignorance ? 
Or cou'd any Man plead this in his mn behalf againſt 
the heavieſt Charge, who is guilty of ſuch egregious 
Miſrepreſentation purely to make the Man he him- 
ſelf is prejudiced againſt, odious to the Convocation ? 

The Second Citation from his Lordſhip is, Re- 
Marlis, p. 6--79. The Biſhop's Words are, SIR, it 
is not only perhaps ſo, but certainly fo; and this ſo 
** certainly, that all YOUR Zeal, and that of all 
* TOUR Friends put together, and al YOUR Abi- 
& lities likewiſe, cannot make the Sentence capable of any 
other Senſe,” His Lordſhip goes on; * By 
the Help of Men, and voluminous Rules of Art, 
* are the Words: Only YOUR Reprelentation of 
* my Deſign bere, is nct wholly y,: For it was not 
deſigned to reflect upon Modein Books that recom- 
mend Fervency of Prayer, but to guard honeſt Chri- 
e ſtians,” ---&C. | | 

A common Reader wou'd find himſelf at a Loſs 
not to underſtand the Biſhop's Meaning here; it re- 
quires a good deal of Skill and Dexterity to repreſent 
this as an injurious Treatment of the Convocation. How- 
ever, this Worthy GENTLEM AN has been able 
to do it. Here is, Friends, in one Sentence; and there 

is, 
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is, Repreſentation, in the next Sentence but one; nay 
the Word, Repreſentation, is printed in a different 
Character; All which put together implies, it ſeems, 
a deſigned Reflexion upon the Convocation. The Words 
of our Author are, Þ 7. Who theſe Friends are, I ſhould 
wot perhaps bave found ont, had not his Lordſhip given us 
a Key in the Words which follow, Only your Re- 
& preſentation — is not wholly juſt.” Where the Word 


Repreſentation being printed in Italick Charafers, and 
not referring to any peculiar Uſe of the Word in the 
Doctor's Letter, can ONLT BE ME ANT to point 
out the Friends, who have united their Endeavours to 
make bis Lordſhip's Words appear to the World in a Senſe 
of which they are not capable. This REFLEXION 
ic ſomewhat the harder, becauſe it ſtands applied in an 
Inſtance which the Convocation medled not with ex- 


preſsly. I cannot but remark upon this, | 


Firſt, how ſurprizingly far-tetch'd this Argument 
is. Becauſe the Word Repreſentation occurs in the 
Biſhop's Anſwer to Dr Snape, is printed in Italick, 
and does not refer to any peculiar Uſe of that Word m 
Dr Snape's Letter, Therefore it means the Repreſen- 
tation of the Committee, 2. "Tis in the Biſhop's 
Letter, YOUR Repreſentation,” ji. e. ſays this 
Worthy Perſon, not YOURS, not Dr Snape's to 
whom the Biſhop writes, but the Committees to whom 
he does not write. 3. Tis © Tour Repreſentation of 
** my Deſign,” in his Lordſhip. The Words, of my 
Defign, are left out, and ſupplied by a and 
then the Common Name is turned into a Proper One; 
and Tour, is turned into, Committee, or, Convocation! 
and then indeed it runs pretty ſmoothly, “ Your 
* Reprefentation of my Deſign, Dr Snape, is not 
** wholly Juſt,” i. e. the Repreſentation of the Con- 
vocation is not wholly Fuſt, Was Ever an Inſtance of 
ſuch a maſterly Conduct before ſeen ? Such 4 De- 
Hance to all Words, and which, if applied to other 
"Caſes, will make the trueſt Penitent a moſt pr: fli- 
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($8) 

gate Villain; a Man at his Devotions talking nothing 
elſe but Treaſon, and, whilſt he is Bleſling or 
Praiſing God, he may thus be repreſented as invoking 
the Devil. 4. What ſhews this Gentleman not to be 
22 by that Spirit by which he ought, he acknow- 
edges here, that the Biſhop is ſpeaking of a Point 
which the Convocation meddled not with expresſly. If 
ſo, was it not ſufficient Evidence here, that this Word 
had no relation to the Convocation, or to their Re- 
port * 5. Wound the Dean of Chicheſter pardon me, 
thou'd I ſay that I cou'd make it appear from his 
own Words, that He himſelf has condemned the Re- 
preſentation of Convocation as crnel and uwnyvſt £ He 
would not; he could not: and yet with leſs racking and 
miſapplication of Words it might be done; he having 
uſed theſe Words, (no ways relating to the Convo- 
cation,) My Repreſentation is very cruel and myuſt, i. e. 
the Repreſentation of the Committee of which I was a 
Member, is cruel and unjuſt. (Condition and Ex- 
ample of Chriſt, p. 5 1.) If he wou d take ſuch ſcan- 
dalovs Abuſe of Words in good Part, and think 
Thoſe juſtifiable that thus pervert a Writers Meaning, 
Iwill allow him then to call the Biſhop's Words a 
HARD REFLECTION. This is but the Se- 

cond Paſſage this GENTLEMAN has quoted. 
The next Citations are, p. 8, 9. And after having 
very largely ridiculed his Lordſhip's Expoſition of his 
Meaning about Prayer, and ſaid as much as he thought 
fit by way of Banter and in a manner not ſo decent 
to a perſon of his Lordſhips Character and Station, 


He proceeds p. 11, and cites this Sentence, from p. J. l 
of the Biſhop's Sermon. The Signification of a Nord 
* well known and under ſtood by thoſe who firſt made uſe of | 


F* it, is very inſenfibly varied, by paſſing thro many 
“ Mouths, and by being taken and given by Multitudes 
in common Diſcomſe . | 
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This accurate Gentleman hence takes Occaſion to 
bid his Reader take Notice, that the Abuſe of Words bers 
complained of, is ſuch as affets Multitudes in common 
Diſcourſe : and again 1n the ſame page he repcats his 
Lordſhips Word, Multitudes, right enough. But then in 
the Compaſs of the Three following Pages, Multitudes 


is never uſed; but Seven times at leaſt, the AMultitude 
is ſubſtituted in its room, which conveys a 


quite 
different Idea to the Reader from what the Word Mul- 
titudes doth. Multitudes, i. e. a great many 2 may 
uſe an Expreſſion, and yet not the Multitnde of our 


> own Country, nor the Multitud? of Italy or Spain, as 


*tis intimated to be implied. A Word may be uſed by 
Multitudes, and yet be never uſed or very rarely by 
the Multitude of any Nation in tlie World. Hypoſta- 


! ſis, Circuminteſon, and ten thouſand Scholaſtick Terms 


and Diſtinctions, are properly enough ſaid to be uſed 
by Multitudes, and fo paſs thro Many Mouths ; yet 
Who ever ſaid that theſe were uſe by The Multitudæ 
in any Country ? Thus in his Lordſhip's Inſtance, 
Prayer, is uſed by Multitudes, i. e. by a great many 
People, to ſignify Perturbation and Diſorder of Soul ; and 
a great many People uſe the Term fo in common 
Diſcourſe ; ba tis this Gentleman's Hroention to make 
the Bifhop ſay or intimate, that Prayer, in the Notion 
of the Multitude, fignifies Perturbation and Diſorder of 


f Soul, p. 12. One wou d think this had been ſuffici- 


ent to have made the Meaning of the Expreiſion 
clear; or if it had not, the very Inſtance mentioned 
by this Gentleman would have done it. For he him- 
ſelf is forced to do the Biſhop this Juſtice, p. 12, to 
ſay, that he does uo longer charge it on the Multitude, 
but ſays, That Some honeſt Chriſtians are uneaſy under 
ſuch Notions. *Tis evident then that Multitudes, in 
the Biſhop's Meaning, is the ſame with what this 


Perſon repreſents him calling S O NE boneft Cor i- 


ſtians. 


Þ 
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But here is ANOTHER Inftance of Honeſty 
even in this Citation; For the Biſhop is not ſuch an 
abſurd Writer as to confound Mrultitudes, and, the 
Multitude; much leſs is he likely to call SO ME bo- 
neſt Chriſtians, either Multitudes, or, the Multitude. No, 
his Words are, My View in this Particular was to 
rid the Minds of as Honeft Chriſtians as any in the 
* World, from that great Uneaſmeſs — GC. Lis not 
ſaid SOME; But there had been no Abſurdity, 


nor no Abuſe, if that Word had been added; nor any 


ground for Ridicule. 


The next Sentence that is cited by this Gentleman, 
is p. 14. Tis not indeed cited amiſs, but *tis per- 
verted in order to expoſe his Lordſhip ; which i$equal- 
ly below the Character of the Perſon here aſſumed. 
The Biſhop of Bangor declares in his Letter to Dr. 


Snape, P.39, I profeſs I never knew, nor beard of 


* any Church upon Earth, except the Church of Rome in 
* its latter corrupted State, which ever dared to claim 
& ſucb an abſolute Authority This is made to be a 
Declaration that the Sermon was preached againſt the 
Church of Rome, and That only; and then the Tri- 
umphal Chariot paſles on, if He (the Biſhop) will really 
recant, it ſhall be allowed him to go off with the Honour 
_ of explaining. This Declaration, which is thus inſi- 
nuated to be in effect a Recantation ; when put into 
form, is This; The Church of Rome alone dares to 
claim an abſolute Authority, Therefore no other 
Church ever Practices an abſolute Authority. Or thus; 
The Church of Rome alone dares to claim an abſolute 


- 


Authority over the Conſciences of Men, Therefore 


No particular Men (except of that Church) ever 


preach to their People fuch an Authority m the : 


Church. 


upon the Terms Expoſe, and vilify, which confiſtently 


After this Gentleman had ſaid what he thought fit, 


with his firſt Iwention he has applied to the Lower- i 


Houſe 
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handſome Manner in which the Biſhop had been treated, 
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Honſe of Convocation; he comes, p. 16, to Theſe words, 
e me as Inu pleaſe *®, Upon which he has this re- 
markable Pailage, They are Words never to be uſed to 
Courts of Judicature; and therefore as theyreſpe&the Com 
vo-ation, they are the higheſt Contempt and. What 
the -—- Signifies, he alone can explain who made 
it. But what fruitful Inventions are theſe, to de- 
clare to the World a Man's Contempt of the Convoc ati- 
on, by Words ſpoken to and of a particular Perſon 
not belonging to Convocation? What a pretty CHarge 
wou'd it be in a Court of Judicature, to loin en 
Argument of Contempt of the Comt upon ſuch an 
Expreſſion? How wou'd That Man be treated in 
Weftminfter-Hall, who ſhould thus plead, © My Lord 
NV. 1s certainly guilty of a Contempt of this Cont, 
and of your Lordſhip; FOR, once upon a time, 
* he made Uſe of an Expreſſion to a Particular Perſon, 
* wherein (if your Lordſhip conſtrues it one way,) 
* he bid that Perſin defiance : But if you will 
** conftrue it in another way, which may be done if 
no regard be had to either the Nature of Language, 
or Pyr ſons, or the Series of what he was ſaying, it cer- 
tainly ſhews the bigheff Contempt and — of this 
Court: Nay, that which demonſtrates his deſigned 
Contempt, 1s, he once uſed a Word which this Court 
has upon Occaſion made Uſe of ; I grant he did it 
in a different Senſe, but then he printed it in a dif- 
* ferent Character. But 2dly, Whence is it that 


c 


* 


4c 
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this Gentleman calls the Lower-Hovſe of Convocation 


a Court of Fudicature ® 3dly, Suppoſing he can prove 
the Lower Houſe alone to be a Comt of Fudicature, yet 
this learned Gentleman cannot prove the unhandſome 
Uſage contain'd in thoſe Words, © expoſe, vilify. ſe me 
*© as you pleaſe”, to imply a Contempt of a Court of 
Fudicature, unleſs he can prove too that the Committee 
of the Lower-houſe of Conyocation is a Court of Fu- 
dicature. For in p. 3, 4, 5. he declares that this Un- 
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related either to the Lower-Houſe of Convocation, or 
at leaſl to the Committee; And again, "with regard to the 
Lowei-Honſe of Convocation, OR 1 HE Committee ap- 
pointed, hie Lordſhip has little eaſon to complain. Se 
that this Worthy Gentleman muſt prove the Committee 
to be a Court of Judicature before he preſumes to ſay, 
that thoſe Words of the Biſhop are the higheſt Contempt 
of a Court of Judicature; ſince he himſelt aſſerts that 
they may relate to the Committee. qthly, To prove 
theſe Words of the Biſhop an injurious Treatment of 
the Convocation,. or a bard Reflexion upon that vene- 
rable Body, Mr Dean ought to have proved the Words 
to have been apphed to 'Them : But this He does 
not pretend to in the three Firft Pages of his Book; nay, 
the to is, they relate either to the Lower-Houſe o 
Cunvocation, or at leaſt to the Committee. But then be- 
twee n p. 5 and 18, Seven times is the Convocation, i. e. 
Upper and Lower-Houſe too, mentioned as reflected 
upon in theſe Words. What an infamous Conduct is 
this, thus to vilify and make odious the Perſon of a 
Man one is prejudiced againſt; Orwhat Lengths will 
N carry a Man, to do a Diſſervice to him he 
ates? | 

This is all that this GENTLEMAN has thought 
fit to urge againſt his Lordſhip, to ſhew his injurious 
Treatment of the Convocation , wherein he has quoted 
not one Sentence relating to the Convocation ; one 
or iwo Paſſages he has, which he ridicules, and 


which he pervertsin ſuch a manner as to break thro? - 


all Language to force upon them à leſs agreeable 
Look. | "(It 1 ; „„ 0b. WR 4 
- But to proceed. His Lordſhip is charged with In- 


jurious Treatment of the Clergy, as well as the Con- } 


vocal ien; and This the GENTLEMAN begins to 


make good, p. 18. Part of the Title-page of his 5 


L-rCihip's Preſes vat ive, is, An Appeal to the Conſcience 
and Common Zenſe of the Criſtian - L aity. The. Good. 


i 
7 * 


broughy 


Fe Candid Comment upon this, is, The Appeal 7s | 
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timation it holds forth is, That they are void of Conſci- 


+ ence and Common Seuſe. If a Man asks why 10? The 
2 Keaſon is given in the next Words, For an Appeal to 
© the Laity, as having Conſcience and common Senſe, 
is an Appeal againſt the Clergy, as baving neither. 
P. 19. ; 


This Charge is founded but upon Two Miſtakes. 


1ſt. Whenever any Man appeals to One, he always 
muſt appeal againſt another, as not having what he 
; appeals to. This is confeſſed by this worthy GE N- 
} TLEMAN, An Appeal to ſome body, is alſo an 
Appeal againſt ſome body, p. 19. 2dly, That when- 
ever any two Terms are ſuch as comprehend All; the 


Appeal to One under One Term, muſt be againſt the 


Other Body of Men contained under the Other 
Term. E. g Churchmen and Diſſenters comprehend 
the Men of all forts in this Nation. Suppoſe now 
that Mr, Dean of Chichefter was very well ſatisfied 
of the Truth of any Fact, and had produced ſuch 
2 ftrong Evidence as he thought irreſiſtible; and this 


ſhou'd give him Occaſion to ſay, I appeal to the 


: Conſcience of the Diſſenters themſelves. This no 
doubt wou'd be an excellent proof, that in his Opinion 


Churchmen had no Conſcience. In ſhort, becauſe an 
Appeal to ſomebody 1s an Appeal from ſomebody, 
and ſometimes againſt ſomebody ; this GEN TL E- 
MAN very judiciouſly will have it always again 


N ſomebody, left the Calumny ſhou'd not be a finiſh'd 


one. | 

I will only tranſcribe One Paſſage more from this 
Book; wherein ſuch a memorable Reflexion upon 
his Majeſty, his Miniſtry, the Houſe of Lords, 
and the Houſe of Commons too, occurs, as will 
eaſily acconnt for the Spirit of Calumny that runs 
thro' this Book upon the Lord Biſhop of Bangor. 
"Tis in p 44. where ſpeaking of the late Rebellion, 
he has theſe Words: The Wiſe Politicians who Jay 
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thro' the Deſign of the Mob, and GRAVELY 
Judged that they REALLY MEANT the Pre- 
tender, and that their Zeal againſt Mezting- Houſes was 
only a Pretence; have my Conſent to be wiſe by them- 
Jelv's: To ME tis evident, tbat their Fears for their 
Church — were the true Springs of their Madneſs. 

I leave this Book with this glaring Paſſage. The 
Paſſages produced out of it, are ſo many Inſtances 
of unparallel'd Calumny; the Book it ſelf has no other 
View than to aſperſe and defame, and make a Perſon 
of the Higheſt Station in the Church odious and 
umpopular: *Tis not to confute Notions or Opinions, 
which every Man hasa Right to do in a Chriſtian 
Manner; but to calummate the Pe: fon of his Lord- 
ſhip. One wou'd think it an Attempt how far Party 
wou'd make Men embrace mere Calumny, and How 
far a Writer can go in Scandal, and yet be careſſed 
by his own Side. | 

As I have thus given ſome out of many Inſtances 
of a ſurprizing Conduct in this famous Tract; I 
ſhall proceed next to a Book acknowledged by Mr, 
Dean of Chichefter ; viz. A Vindication of the Teſt 
and Corporation Acts. 

When Firſt I call'd upon the Reverend Dr Sherlock 
to reconcile his 5th of Nov. Sermon to his Opinion 
eſpouſed in the Report, he replied in an Anſwer 62 
Pages long; of which, 14 only related to my Firſt 
Letter, and the Other 48 are ſpent in leading his 
Reader into Labyrinths; and at length he declares - 
that he'll trouble the World mo more upon that 
Subject. GE ; 

In this Mr. Dean has kept his Word; for when, 
in a Second Letter to him, I had endeavoured to un- 
ravel all his Mazes, and had ſhewn that his Attempt 
to reconcile the Sermon and the Report as he did, was 
impracticable; He takes an Opportunity of deſert- 
ing that wbappy Subject. He writes again; but not 
to vindicate what one might have expected he 1h my | 
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have done; but upon a New Scent. The Sermon is 


forgot ; the Straits he was reduced to, are acknow- 


ledged; Conſiderations, &c. p. 51, 52 But yet nothing 


is parted with; All is right and conſiſtent and clear. 


I thought my felt obliged to pay my Reſpects a 


Third time to Mr Dean, and to own the too great 
- Sarcaſm of an Exprethon, which was refented much. 


Iwill not repeat the Circumſtances which led me to 


it, however plauſible they are; ſince I am fully ſen- 
+ ſible that ſuch Reflexions are not juſtifiable in any 


One. My Lord Biſhop of Bangor has taken Occaſion 
to examin theſe Conſiderations, and has ſhewn (I think} 
more Miſtakes, Abſurdities and Contradictions, than 


there are Pages in that Book. What now does Mr 
Dean of Chichefter thus cloſely purſued, do? Why 
truly, not reply to theſe neither; nor take any Notice 
of any Objections : But pitches x rap a Point, foreign 


* 


£/ 
. 
«cx 


; dom of Chriſt is to be look'd for in the Corporation and 
: 


* 
"3 
- 


to the Diſpute, accidentally only mentioned; and 


writes the largeft Book he has yet wrote, upon this 


New Subject. And thus the Diſpute about the King- 


Teft- 44s. An excellent Method This, of coming at 
Truth in fo important a Point! and which has been 


canvaſsd with ſo much Warmth! 


But what is the Method of this Tract? Why truly, 


3 it does not appear that Mr Dean is conſcious of Ons 


miſtake in his former Pamphlets, nor docs he ſeem to 


have ſo much as heard of any Objections againſt him, 


which deſerve his Notice. As for my ſelf, I am con- 
tented to be reprefented as ignorant, p. 13, or as he 
8 I am as confcious of my own Weakneſs as 
e can be. But ſurely he ought not to repreſent my 
Lord Biſhop of Bangor in the ſame Light. © I per- 
** cerve bis Lordſbip's Law is of bis. own makin.” p. 76. 
and p. 77, he ſays, © If bis Lordſhip would have ſtudi- 
* ed the Conſtitutiom of the Church, c Wou'd any 
Man in the World imagine that theſe ſharp Rebukes 
come from one, who but juſt before had been ſhewn 
to 
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to have been ſo little vers'd in our Law, as not to 


know the difference betwixt Man- Slaughter and © bajce- 


Medley? Nay, that had been fo inCiſputably ſhewn 


to have miſtook this Point, even by the Biſhop whom 
he charges with ſo much Ignorance ? I dare ſay, that 
Mr Dean of Chichefter's Method of managing this 
Controverſy, is perfectly Original. A Man is charged 


with maintaining the Poſitions which himſelf con- 


demns in anothes : Inſtead of Vindicating himſelf. 
the Subject is ſhifted every time, till the Kingdom of 


{aries of the Dean, out comes another Tract to ſhew, 


that the Example of Chriſt was fit for Silbjefts, con- 1 


Chrift, which began it, is quite forgot, and all the 
Controverſy is turned to a couple of Ads of Parliament: 
And before They are even ſpoken to by the Ad ver- 4 


ſidered as ſuch. I had almoſt mentioned Proteus : 


changing his Shape at every Queſtion, and breath- 
ing out Fire at every Word; but I was apprehenſive 
that we might have another Tract full of what the 
Mythologiſts have ſaid upon That Perſon. However, 


it puts me in mind of what a conſiderable and learned 


Writer in this Controverſy has been heard to ſay ; © 
«© If the Biſhop of Bangor writes a thouſand Books, ? 
« Dr Sherlock will write a thouſand and One.” Which 
I am ſorry for Mr Deau's ſake to hear; becauſe we 
Mall have (if one may conjecture from what is 
paſſed, to what is to come,) about twenty thouſand 7 
Contradictions, and falſe Citations, in the Man; 
who is at preſent at the Head of his Party, to 
write down, in Mr Dean's Stile, the Biſhop's Cha- 


racters. 


But that the Reader may judge of the Truth of | 
this, I ſhall confine my ſelf in This Book to ſome | 


few of the Deans Miſrepreſentations ; ſince the RP | 


of Pangor has promiſed in due time to ſhew the Worl 


the Mnltitude of bis Miſtakes, and the New beap of Self 1 


Contrdidions and contradictory Vindings in it, 


1. The 


. | ( t7 ) þ 
0 I. The very fff Words of the Dean's Preface, ate j 
Fg It is now, I thank agreed on all Hands, that = Defigh 
of the Biſhop of Bangor's Sermon, — was to make way 
© for the Repeal of the Teſt-Act: His Lordſhip ſeems to 
Z own this in his Anſwer to the Repreſentation, I do not 
remember any Paſſage in his Lordſhip's Anſwer to 
rged the Repreſentation, where he ſeems to own this Deſign; 
cons nor has Mr Dean thought fit to point out the Paſſage 
he refers to; nor have the Learned Committee repre- 
n of - ſented this as the Deſign of the Sermon. "Tis, 
I think, = mere. Invention of this Author, fit to be- 
gin a Book that ends in a groſs Calumny. | 
2. The next Words are; And however be has, with 
more than Chriſtian Prudence, avoided declaring his own 
Opinion in many Things laid to his Charge in the Repre- 
„ten; ſentation, yet in this Particular he has ſpoke out. It had 
ath⸗ been more conſiſtent with Fuftice, to have repreſented 
ſive © thoſe things which his Lordſhip had thus either paſs'd 
the by or concealed, than to afficm that he knowingly 
+ avoided declaring his own Opinion about them, 
Hut the Dean of Chicheſter, who thus perceives the 
Points in which his Lordſhip has avoided declaring his 
2: own Opinion, has Abilities to ſet them in a full Light; 
hich and as he is engaged in this Controverſy; already, he 
> we is in common Juſtice to the World, and on ſeveral 
t is other Accounts, bound to do his: beſt to ſtate fairly 
2nd © theſe Matters, which, he ſays, are thus paſſed by. 
Man But the Truth is; this, like the former, is a mere 
to Invention, the Effect of pure Imagination; or elſe 
ha- U make no doubt, where the Vill is apparently ſo good, 
it had been done. But his Lordihip having already 
1 of taken ſome Notice of this, I proceed to obſerve, 


Ome 3. That the Furſt Paragraph, in which we find 
hop this Reverend Perſon quoting the Biſhop of Bangor 
or] is deſign d to give a Specimen of the Biſhop's Fairneſs 


Self- and good Reaſoning in this Controverſy, - 28 he by. way 
_ 3 of Irony calls it. The Bifhop was to ſet afide the 
corrupt Notion of Church, * to give us the true os 

| : Ans 
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The Dean tells us, that in order to this, he muft ne- 
cefſarily ſpeak of One and the ſame ſort of Church. 
That the Committee underſtood his Lordſhip to ſpeak of 
the ſame ſort of Church in both Caſes, viz. of the vir 
fible Chinch; and they found his true Notion of a 
Church (as he calls it) to be inconſiſtent with the very 
being of a viſible Church, Pret. p. 5. The Com- 
mittee founded their Charge upon a Paſſage, which 
his Lordſhip declares to dei no other but © THE 
** univerſal inviſible Church, p. 70.“ He ſays that That 


Paſlage is Deſcription not of A Church, - but of THE 


Church, the inviſible Church of Chrift, ibid. Mr Dean 


indeed has not ſcrupled, notwithſtanding his Citation 


of this very Place, to call this the Biſhop's true No- 
tion of A Church, i. e. has not ſcrupled to make the 
Sentence ſpeak directly the Contrary to what it really 
does. But ftill the Queſtion is, how this re@ifics the 
corrupted Notions of particular viſible Churches, ſince 
the Biſhop is fpeaking of the imifible Church of 
Chriſt, more than the Wes; e of an Elephant can 


convey the true image of a Whale, Pref. p. 5. But to 


ſhow this Worthy Perfon his Miſtake, F'll put the 
Argument into Form, That Notion of A Church 
cannot be true, which contradifts the Notion of THE 


inviſible Church of Chrift : But ſome Modern Notions | 
of the Nonjurors give ſuch an Account of A4 Church, 
as is contradictory to the Notion of THE inviſible 


Church of Chrift : Therefore Thoſe Modern Notions 
can't be true. The inconſiſtent Images which theſe Men 


had added to the Notion of the Church of Chrift, were 
fuch as apparently contradicted the Notion of the In- 


viſible Church. To conclude therefore that their Notions 


were falſe, had neither Fallacy, nor Abſurdity in it, 


that it ſhou'd give Occafion for that Wit which Mr 


Dean has uſed here. 


4. In p. 21, Mr Dean fays; © In the mean while 1 
* will go on (fince his Lordſhip calls upon me ſo to 
* do, pag. 194,) to declare my Senſe in this Matter, 


and the Reaſons upon which it is founded; ng | 
« that! 


| 
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© that it may be at leaſt as inoffenſive for me to en- 
« deayour to juſtify the Laws of my Country, as it 
« is for his Lordſhip toarraign and condemn them.” He 


"that reads this, is to believe that my Lord Biſhop 
had call d upon the Reverend Dr Sherlock, in the 


place referr d to, to produce his Reaſons for main- 
taining the Sacramental Teſt. 

But his Lordſbip There has call'd upon him for 
quite another thing. The Words of his Lordſhip 
are: When He ſhall have reconciled His own 


arm Profeſtons about the Prefent Temporal Sandions 


<* of this Particular Church, — I do not ſay with his 
Sermon, Nov. 5; but with his late Performances 
* with his Declarations in His Anſwer to a Letter, 
“p. 7, 8, relating to the Differences of Men in Re- 


ligion; and with His Repreſentation of his own 


“ Doctrine in His Conſiderations, p. 75. &c.” 

The Dean had declared himſelt heartily for the 
Power of the Civil Magiſtrate to uſe Temporal Puniſh- 
ments in Matters of Religion: Conſiderations, p. 50. 


And he was for maintaining and juſtifying a Sacra» 


mental Teft, which whoſoever cou'd not comply with, 


were incapacitated to ſerve the Government in any 
| Office. He had declared too again and again, in his 
| lateſt Performances, That the Magiſtrate's Right to add 
the Sanctions of this World, was to make Men do what the 
' Light of their own Minds teach them they ought to do, 


4 
i 
1 


o 
4 


Civil Offices for following the Light of their on 
hile I 1 


with reſpect to Religion, as well as Civil Obedience: 


' 


Conſid. p. 75. Now it Men are obliged to follow 


the Light of their own Minds; and the Magiſtrate's 


Power of adding Sanctions, extends only to make 
them follow that Light ; Then How can the Magi- 


ſtrate puniſh them for following it, or impoſe Sacra- 


mental Teſts, i. e. ſuch as exclude Men from enjoying 


Minds? Theſe Two Opinions aſſerted by Mr Dean, 


the Biſhop calls upon him to reconcile ; not to give 
latter, 


his Reaſons for, or to Vindicate the Teff-47, but to 
make and maintain one confiſtent Scheme, in which 
« that 
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tte Prir ciples mentioned in the Deans Confideration; 
7,75, and in his Auſwer to a Letter, p. 7, 8, and 
the Principles of the Magiſtrate's Power to puniſh tor 
Religion, and to impoſe Sacramental Teſts, may be 
united. Men are to follow the Light of their own 
Minds; and the Magiſtrate's Sanctions are only to 
-make them follow this Light. If the Magiſtrate's 
Sanctions, then, are applied to keep them out of 
Offices, becauſe they follow the Light of their own 
Minds; they are wrong applied, in Mr Dean's Judg- 
ment. Nov the preſent Sanctions of this particular 
Church being applied to Men, becauſe they diſſent 
in Judgment from us, and fol'ow the Light of their 
own Minds; Mr Dean was not call'd upon to write 
a Treatiſe either upon Oaths or the Teff-A@, but to re- 
eoncile, if he cou d, theſe ſeeming contrary Principles. 

5. Page, 27, We meet with this Declaration and re- 
mar fable Citation from the Biſhop of Bangor. The. 
Dean ſays, It is one thing to objeft againſt the Sacramental 
Teſt, becanſe Religion onght not to be made an Inſtrument 
of excluding Men from Offices; and another to ſay in ge- 
neral that Men ought not upon any account to be excluded: 
His Lordſhip has declared againſt Both very diſtm@ly, 
(p. 192.) His Lordſhips Words are, © I have profeſſed 
my Judgment -— againſt ſuch UNJUST or 
** falſe Security, as EITHER debars Men from 
their Civil Rights, or debaſes a folemn Inſtitution 
£ of Chriſt. &c.“ 7 | 

Here his Lordſhip is ſaid to have declared very di- 
ſtindly againſt theſe Two Things. 1. Religion ought | 
ct to be made an Inſtrument of excluding Men from 
Offices. 2. Men ought not upon any Account to be 
excluded. *Tis evident that no tolerable Writer wou'd 
have ſaid Both theſe Things; for it Men ought not 
on any Account to be excluded, it is abſolutely needleſs | 
to add, that Religion ought not to be made an In- 
ſtrument of excluding Men from Offices. The Bi- 
ſhops Words are, ** I have profeſſed my Fudgment on!) | 
again ſuch Unjuſt ar Falſe Security, as Ty 
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ations “ either debars Men fi om their Civil Rights, or debaſes 
and a Solemn Iuſtitution of Chrift ©. | 
ſh tor Is this, declaring all Methods which debar Men 
ay be from their Civil Rights, to be Unyuft ? or may not 
r own ſome Methods of debarring Men be juft, tho'ſome be 
ly to Ut? The Dean of Chicheſter declares it to be his 
rates Lordſhip's Judgment, that all Security is unjuſt, which 
ut of debars Men of their Civil Rights, or debaſes a So- 
r own lemn Inſtitution of Chriſt. Whence is this Judgment 
Judg- knoun? Why. his Lordſhip ſays; -I have profeſs'd 
cular * my Judgment ONLY againſt ſuch Unjuſt Security, 
ſent “* as debars Men from their Civil Rights ; i. e. In 
their Mr Dean's Judgment, He that is againſt only ſucb-Un- 
write gJnft Security, as debars Men from their Civil Rights, 
to re- is againſt all Methods of debarring Men of their Civil 
iples. Rights, be they Fuft or Unyuft. 
nd re- But 2d'y, If Mr Dean thinks this Conſtruction 
The ſomewhat hard, viz Unjuft Security that debars, for, Se- 
nental cmity that unjuſtly debars; I recommend it to his Con- 
ument ſideration, whether any Debarring a Man of his ci- 
in ge⸗ vil Rights, which he has never fo feited, is juſt. Can 
uded : a State take away from a Man his Life or Liberty 
inctlh, or Eſtate h and fazrly, who has never enter'd into 
feſſled ſuch Meaſures, as to make a Forfeiture of them? The 
T or Roman Catholicks are debarr'd of Civil Rights in 
from our Nation very ty, becauſe their avowed Princi- 
tution ciples and Pradtiſes are ſuch as are inconſiſtent with 
the Publick Peace and Safety of a Proteſtant Govern- 
ery di- ment. Tis not therefore Umjuſft to debar them of 
onght their Civil Rights, which they forfeit by their Pro- 
from Ffeſſions and Practices againſt Proteſtants. The Cou- 
to be ragious Man who hates bis Comntry, p. 24, may juſtly 
wou'd be excluded from Offices of Truſt, becauſe by his 
t not Profeſſion and Practice he forfeits his Claim of Right to 
edleſs the Poſt he wou'd otherwiſe be fit for. A Fool or a 
an In- Madman, for the ſame reaſon, is excluded from the 
ie Bi- Council Board, p. 23. To make the deprivirg a Man 
wt only of his Rights to be uf, the Man muſt be guilty 
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of ſomething which makes him obnoxious to the 
Government. He muſt firſt forfeit his Rights te 
them, before they can take them away from him; or 
elſe they take what is none of their own ; which is 
the ſtricteſt Injuſtice, 

6. Whilſt lam thus complaining of the injurious Treat- 
ment which my Lord ot Bangor meets with, to have 
his Opinions conſtantly miſrepreſented; Icannot but 
profeſs my Self much more aſtoniſhed at the un- 
accountable Methods of citing Scripture, and apply- 
ing That at random. What wn, 2 the eaning of that 
Paſſage in this Tract, p.34; This tooſ i. e-thePlunderings, 
c. in the great Rebellion] was ated under the pretenſe 
of making way for the free Profeſſion of the Goſpel ; of 
which however, there was hardly any viſible ſign in the 
Kingdom, except only this, That our Kings were bound 
in Chains, andiour Nobles with en gf fron. Was this 
a Viſible fign of the free Profeſſion of the Goſpel ? Or 
whence is it, that Men will take the Liberty of play- 
ing with the Words of God, and covering their own 
Abſurdities with Sacred Terms? This was the only 
Sign, the only viſible Sign of the free Profeſſion of the 
Goſpel, That our Kings are bound in Chains, Mr Dean, 
I hope, can explain this Paſlage ſo as not to makeit 
relate to the Church, or to a Fower given to It to rule 
the Conſciences of Men, in the Goſpel-State. Nor can I 
concieve what led him to apply this Paſlage as he 
has, were it not for thoſe frange and imaccountable 
Contents prefixed to the Pſalm from whence that verſe 
is taken, in too many Editions of our Bible. 

7. I will not here take Notice of Two falſe Quo- 
tations, or rather Miſrepreſentations of Mr Pierce, 
in P. 41; nct doubting but they have been laid to 
Mr Dean's Charge by Mr Pierce himſelf, who I find 
is vindicating himſelf againſt Mr Dean of Chicheſter, 
But theſe and ſeveral Other Inftances of groſs Per- 
verting his Adverſary, are excuſable in compariſon 
of thoſe Two egregious Calumnies, with N e 

Cloles 


( 23.) 
cloſes this Book. The One, that the Biſhop has taken 


fo much Pams to undervalue the Religion and Sanctity 


of an Oath, p. 114; or, as it is p. 115, to write down 
the Religion of Oaths; and The Other, that the Ex- 


' ample of Chr iſt is much more peculiarly fit to be urgedto 
Slaves — than to Subjects —. Poſitions that his Lord- 


ſhip has already call'd Mr Dean to account for; and 
to one of which alone he has thought fit to reply, 
leaving the Other as a juft Charge upon himſelf. 
But before I proceed to that Pamphlet, I muft look 
back a little upon his Account of the Teft and Corpo- 
ration Acts, and confider if the Dean has treated the 
Laws of the Land with more Juſtice than he has his 
Ad verſaries. 

The Foundation of Dr. Sherloc s Notion, is con- 
tained in theſe Paſſages : The receiving the Sacrament 
according to the Uſage of the Church of England, is not 
the Qualification for an Office, but the Proof of ſuch 
Qualification: The Qualification is, that the Perſon be 
well affected to the Eccleſiaſtical State and Conſtitution of 


the Realm; and the receiving the Sacrament according 
to the Rites of the Eftalliſhed Church, is the Teſt or 


Proof required that he is fo, p. 9. Again; The recei- 
ving the Sacrament, was never efteem'd a Qualification 
in our Law, bnt a Proof and Teſt of that Qualification, 
viz, of Conformity to the Church eſtabliſhed, which 
the Law in Many Caſes requires, p. 11, 12. and p. 11, 
The Qualification for ſuch Favour | Naturalization, is 
that the Perſon to have the Grant, ſhall be of the Religion 
eftabliſhed. 

Hence then 'tis Evident that this Gentleman thinks 
The Qua i cation for an Office in our Law, to be, 
ſometimes an Affection to, and ſometimes Conformity 
to, our Eccleſiaſtical Conſtitution; and the receiving 
the Sacrament, to be the Proof or Jef of this Affecti- 
on or Conformity. | 

Againſt this New-Invented Law-Langnage, Tl of- 
fer this one plain Argument: That the Words, quali- 
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fy or Qualification, in our Law, never once ſigniſie ei- 

ther Conformity or Affection to our Eccleſiaſtical Con- 
ſtitution; but always ſignifie, the Doing ſuch or ſuch 
particular Actions as are preſcribed in order to capaci- 

tate Men for ſuch or ſuch Offices. Thus, to receive 
the Sacrament, is in our Law eſteemed a Qualificatiorn 
Which makes me ſurpriz'd at the Criticiſms of Mr 
Dean, Who declares that thoſe Men, who call the 
Sacrament a Qualification, argue upon popular Mi- 
ſtakes, p. 4. 

Jo give one plain Inſtance of this. In an Act, 4, 
Anne, c. 1. Entituled an Ad for exhibiting a Billin the pre- 
ſent Parliament for Naturaliz ug the moſt excellent Prin- 
ceſs Sophia, &c. The Act begins Thus. Jhereas 
the moſt excellent Princeſs Sophia, &c. are to be natura- 
lized, and by reaſon of their being beyond the Seas they 
cannot QUALIFY themſelves in order thereto, ac- 
cording to an Act made in the 9th Tear of. K. James 1, 
which required every Perſon to receive the Sacrament 
of the Lords Supper within one Month before any 
Billfor Naturalization be exhibited ;, and alſo to take the 
Oaths of Supremacy and Allegiance in the Parliament- 
Houſe before bis or ber Bill be twice read, &c.T ask now 


| 
What was it that the Princeſs Sophia wanted, in or- 
der to Dualify ber  *Tis evident, not Conformity to 
our Eccleſſaſtical Conflitution for this the Act does not #/ 
pretend to ſupply her with: Nor cou'd it be, recei- 8 
ving the Sacrament according to the Rites of the 
Eſtabliſn'd Church; for That cou'd be done beyond | | 
the Seas, as well as here: Nor cou'd it be Affection to 
tbe Church here eſtabliſhed ; for ſhe was capable of ha _ 
ving and declaring that, beyond the Seas too. But to R 
qualify her, ſhewas to do Two things; to receive the 
Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. and to take ſuch and T 
ſuch Oaths in ſuch a particular Place and Time. Theſe | © 
ſhe cou d not do beyond the Seas, and therefore the . 
Act wes made to ſupply theſe, and thus to make her . 
capable of Naturalization without performing the 
preſcribed Acts. But 
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4 But not to diſpute about a Word, which is of no 
h great Moment in the Controverſy ; and for the Mean- 
* ing ot which, I refer the Reader to ue or ten 1 
- ſtances in the Toleration and Occaſiona! Conformity 
„„ Acts; I ſhall but juſt take Notice of one p+\pable 
[x Miſtake more, in relation to our Laws. 
wo Mr. Dean ſays, that the Doctrine of Geeational Con- 
7 formity for Places, was an Abuſe and an Evaſion of 
the Teſt Act; and therefore the Cecaſionn! Bil! was 
made only as a guard to the T:ft 44%, He thinks, 
2 That Doctrine hoe in upon the Evidence of the "F'cit, 
- as the Doctrine of Equivocation did upon the Jinidence of 
we Gaths, p. 17, 18. This evidently betrays thus mn;b 
5 Isnorance in our Hiſtery, as not to know that Orccaſto- 
* nal Conformity was practiſed by many of the Presby- 
* terians, before the Teſt-Act was in being: and conſe— 


A quently it was not an Abnſe of that Act, or a Contri- 
% dvance to evade it. But leaving theſe Matters to O- 


ent thers (becauſe they are beyond my preſent Deſign,) 
2 I ſhall only recommend to the Dean's Second 
the Thoughts That pitiful Infomation which he has repcated 
ent- five or ſix times in the Compaſs of a few Pages; 
that if the preſent Teſt be repealed, we ſhall be forced 
or to accept of a Toleration inftead of an Eſtabliſhment, 
2 - 5. 38. The Proof of this One Point had been. I think, 


of more Conſequence, than a that he has ſaid about 


5 4 the Corporation and Teſt-Acts. *T'will be always a 
F 7 very natural Queſtion to the Dean: Why thall we 
yon be forced to accept a Toleration, if any ether Teſt be 
x to | enacted beſides the preſent? Or is it not poſſible in 
ha! the nature of things, to invent Another? If only a 
af 48 Religious Teſt will ſecure us, what thinks Mr Dean 
* of Oaths, upon his own Principles ! I mention not 


oo That Teſt, but ad bominem; for I do not doubt but 
nus ſich Securities may be thonghtof, as will confirm the 


h | Eſtabliſhment of our Religion, and debar no Man cf 
e 5 f his Civil Rights. But 'tis a vile Inſinuation, that his 
5 e Lordſliip is for repealing the prelent Teſt, and for 
; | D 
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having uo other in its Room; *Tis contrary to his re- 
peated Declazations on this very Subject; repeated as 
oiten as he has ever mentioned his Deſire of not 
making the Sacrament a Tool to Politicians. But 
tis too low and tedions in ſome Mens Opinions, cither 

to repreſent his Lordſhip fairly, or to anſwer his Ob- 
jections cither fairly or otherwile. | 
But I paſs now flom the GENTLEMAN and © 
the LAWYER, to the Critick and Divine; 1 mean, 

to his laſt · famous Piece, The Condition and Example 

of our Bleſſed Saviour vindicated. | 

Before I come to the Calumny it ſelf, I deſign to 
examine his Greek Criticiſms, of which this laſt 
Piece 1s remarkably full. | F 

The F:rft1s : St. Peter does not ſpeak of Slaves pecu- 
liarly, in bis Lordſhip's Senſe of the Word, Int of Do- 
meſticks of all Soi ts; be calis them not , but dim, 
Net Slaves, but Domefticks :- And be calls the Ma: 
ſters, not Kveiot, but Acaimy, that is d hm, Ma- 
ſters of Families. Then this Learned Perſon produces 
ſome Inſtances from Stephens's Theſaurus, to prove 
:r:4741 not to ſignify peculiarlj Slaves, but Domeſticks, 
even Freemen. 

Now 1ſt ; Though G»ims may poſſibly ſigniſy Dome- 
ſlicks ſometimes, yet that it ſignifies Slaves too, 
properly ſocall'd, nay moſt frequently, is evident. I 
add, uzimg ſomctimes ſignifies even a lower degree of 
Slaves, than % does. The Scholiaſt upon Tebocr;- 
tus Idyl. . ſays, S405 4, aixtrms Napien wi gn 
KevanTog' lxirig win o n Um xo TA d, &,, es: 
obe and zH, differ, as Chryſippus Jays; Olxime | 

entfies one who is fill Put of the Poſſeſton or Eſtate of 
his Maſter, but P one made free, If the judgment 
of the preſent Biſhop of Oxford be of any Weight 


with the Dean of Chicheſter, he tells us the ſame ; Slaves, 


as leng as they were under the Government of a Maſter, were 
call'd zixira1 ; but after their Freedom was granted them, 
they were S; not being like the former (the aixims), 


wh: nd oo ooo 


FR,” CET D 0 WRT ws Bott i oo 6 as 


4A 
© 
w 


1 
+ 


C273 


& part of their Mqgers Eftate. but oily oblzgedto ſome 
grateful Acknowledgements, and ſmall Services, Antig. 
of Greece lib. 1.c. 10. The Author of the 2d Book of 
Macchabees, tells us of an Order of Antiochus, may ms 
g löl - eig six e nA Hato ay Invar, that all the 
Jews ſhou d be reduced to a Slaviſh Condition. A- 
monius tells us, that asxoce7i x; 31 m1 ααν t, of 
vr NY piver VTo Eamnnd, Omirar os d- l that 
are Servants of a Ain, even thoſe that are the 
Miniſters of bis Pleaſures, are call a S831, Ont intra 
are the Slaves of Lords, Nay, in Caſes of Laws; which 
muſt be exact, becauſe the Rights and Privikges of 


AUT OV . 


Perſons are determined by Words; even here mimg 


is uled for Slave : O Giga; darbommt bye Un, muy - 
Taov Tor ,, STO OV x he2xTrgiQorTer, ſays Theophilus : 
Slaves, hauing to Rights, not being looked npon as ary 
thing, con'd not in the Roman Law zcquire any thing 
to themſelves, but to their Lords and Maſters only. They 
(Ota) are {aid wn Ter tow Eye Repair, IN alluſion to 
which it is, that Thcoph? us calls them amgowmu;, Now 
iince *Omxira, fipriiies Slaves, as well as Domeſizc:'s 1 
'twill be eaſily determined what St. Peter meant by 
that Word: 'Orzi1, be ye ſuljedt to your Maſters 
(Sronbrar) with all Fear, not only to the good and 
gentle, but alſo to the troward. He exhorts them in 
the next verſe, to fer even wron:frlly. Now does 
St. Peter exhort Men, who can help themſelves by 
leaving a froward injurious Maiter, to fit down pali- 
ent and contented under the Injury, and to bear on? 
Or does he ſpeak it to Slaves who cou'd not help 
themſelves, who were ullius Juris, who had no Re- 
dreſs ? Nor is it a Reply, that Slaves having no K ights, 
cannot be hurt wrongfully; unleſs to One who thinks 
that even Beaſis cannot be . 55 
2. The Maſters are mit call'd xνj,Ej˙, ſays the Dean, 
Int AcomTas, That is, ioft-mira;, This is one Blun- 
der made worſe by another. Aacomme is the pro- 
per Correlate to O, s. oe mms, 6 N agpugorinev 
D 2 Ke 
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Ker EveC dy, * unf vis. 9 dAUTLYS Ts L. "Tis O- 
per to ſay i571; and xe. Lord and Maſter of Slaves 
bought with Money; Hut even a Father, is ſaid to be kde 
of Lis Sen and a Man is K of bimſelt lays Ammonius; 
and in the Paſſage before cited, Orura drommov, Slaves of 
Lords. Jo help out this, Mr Dean gces on : A:om7w, i. e. 
ſays he, anxcdiom]a: Maſters of Slaves, i. e. Maſters 
of Families. Stephens s Theſamus hardly help d him to 
this happy piece of Critique. Macrobius wou d indeed 
have help'd him out upon this Occaſion a little; No- 
ſhi majores, lays he, omnem Dominis Invidiam, onmem 
Servis contumeliam detrabentes, Dominum Pꝛitrem famil:as, 
Servos familiares appellaverunt, "This is pure Contteſy, to 
ſoften a har Term: Put that is not the Caſe here, 
where degarlns, and not sued ee αανναν (is uſcd. 

2. Mr Dean of Chicheſter has twice in His little 
Tech render d aus, Servants, St Panl, ſays he, ſpeak 
int nct to Slaves, but to the Servants, of Feſus Ch1ift at 
Thilippi, vith the Biſhops and Deacons, p. 20. And a— 
gain: St. Paul writes to all the Servants, not Slaves, 


of Jeſus hi at Philippi, with the Biſheps and Deacons, 


p.29 In the Original there is nothing of Ser raxts nor 


loaves neither; but tis a mis ax'a;, to all the Saints, 
VWeou'd this Worthy Gentleman make any Allowances 


for Miſ/akes in his Adverfary, No man wou'd, I 
dare lay, charge him with any thing more than 
Que: frg ht here. | 

a. Page 33, This worthy Perſon makes an Objecti- 
cn againſt the Biſhop, from St Faul s deſiring to know 


7 ανẽExui e Fl nai udTor au, the Fellowſhip of Chirft s 


Singt, Phil. 3. 10. HE cou'd St Part pretend to de- 


fire the (zeworiay) fellowſhip of bis Suffetings; who al- 


ways behaved himſelf like ſo ite a Subject; ij it vat part 


of (Hit Suflerings to perſonate a Slave? 
But 1ſt. Surcly this Gentleman, out of an Extremity 
of Oppoſition, mvents an Abſurdity for his Adverſary, 


on purpoſe that he may refute it. Has the Biſhop of 


Bangor any where ſaid that it was pait of Chriſt's Suffer- | 
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ings to perſonate a Slave? 2, But ſuppoſing for once 


our Saviour to have been a Slave, (I do not ſay that he 
vas ſoʒ cannot a Freeman be vowel; mev e Hν, par- 


taler of the Sufferings of a Slave? It the Stations in Life 


- betwixt two Perſons be ever fo different, can't they 


be zoryarei ud, partalers of the ſame danger? Or can 
ouly Such be expoſed to the fame Danger or Suffcrings, 
or to the ſame any thing, that are juft in the ſame 
State and Circumſtances? 3. The Meaning of St Paul, 
is plain; All the Good Things of this Lite I count as 
Trifles, as mere nothing, if I may but gain the favour 
ot Chriſt, and be found by him as I ought to be, iz. 
may know him to be the Meſſiah, and be 3 eady to ſrffer 
any thing for the fake of the Truth, as Chriſt bejore 
had done. Keyoria naua'ror therefore, neither im- 
lies the ſame Crrcamſtances of Life in the Perſons who 
Fuffer, ſince "tis poiſible for a Freeman and a Slave to 
have fellcw/11p in ſuffers, i. e. to be wore} revpuurer ; 
Nor does it ſignity the ſame numeric al ſrfferings, ſince 
St Pan! tells us that the Corinthians were uoyari mov 
Tet wuaror, paitakers of bis ſufferings, 2 Cor. 1, J. i. e. 
were touchd with a deep Senſe of his Sufferings; 
Which may be the meaning of the wurorie avs rwy in 
the Epiſtle to the Philippiaus. St Paul no doubt had a 
deep Senſe of Chriſt's Sufferings, and ſo was pal 
taker in them; and wiſhd as every good Man wou'd, 
that he might ſuffer even any thing himſelf, to ſecure, 
a to obtain, the Reſurrection of the ſuſt. Whe- 
ther therefore he was a Freeman and a great contender for 
evil Rights, or whether he were a Slave that had no 
Rights to contend for, this alters not the Caſe: He 
might have the ſame Deſie to Inow the Feliewſvip of 
Chiift s Si fer ings, and be made perfect thro! them. 

5. But the moſt remarkable piece of Szgacity and 
Critical Niceneſs, is in p. 26. The Biſhop had laid 
in his own Vindication, If it be a (ime to reprejent 
the Condition and Example of our bleſſed Lo1d, as J 
bave done; the Impitaticn ef the Accuſer falls nen the 

New 
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New Teſtament, and not upon me, Who wou'd imagine | 


that the Spirit of Calumny cou'd have found out in 

theſe Words, that the Biſhop calls Dr Sherlock, Devil? 

Why truly, the Dean has hit upon it, but was a hamed 

himſelt to put it into Exgliſb, twas to monſtrons an 

Untruth. S is Greek for Devil, and tor Ac- 
cuſer. The good Dean has put the Greek word for, 
the Accuſer, in the Biſhop's Citation, juſt as if that 
Word had been the Biſhops; and atterwards gravely 

repeats again, As great an Accnſer, or 1452, as I am, 
En criticum Jecur! This 1s the Man that is not 
Maſter enough of Art, to range the very Words, Calumny, 
Reproach, &c. decently in Controverſy, p. 2. This is the 
Man that glories that he has returned to the Biſhop, 
Arguments for Inovedives, Reaſons for bis Reproaches, 
Xevare eAreler. This is the Man that cond not hear 
the Charge of Calumny againſt him, without concern, 
P. 2. This is the Man who declares himſelf to have 
been much affected with that Charge, and to be fo fill. 

It ſuch deteſtable Practices as theſe, were allowed 
with great Peace of Conſcience to Men who profeſs 
themſelves Chriſtians, Chriſtian Clergymen, nay who 
are Dignitaries in a Chriſtian Church; as Dr V Hhichcot 
has ſaid upon a not much unlike Occaſion, TI wor'd re- 
turn to Philoſophy again, and let Chriſtianity alone. Such 
barbarous Uſage of one another as this, makes Chri- 
ſtianity the Sport of Atheiſts, Deiſts, and Infidels. 
But I proceed. 

6. The next piece of Criticiſm is to explain what 
woreh Sau, the form of a Servant, is, in the 2d Chapter 
to the Philippians, p. 40, 46. When therefore the Form 
of a Servant is oppoſed to the Form of (God, it ſignifies a 
Servant to God, and not a Slave to Men. Again; From 
appearing in the Glory of God as Ru of the Univerſe, 
he took upon him That Form in which be was to miniſter 
to them who were to be Heirs of Salvation; which 1s there- 
ſore weed , Pp. 42. The Apoſile repiejerts him as lay- 
ing aſide the god-like Form of Divine #ajeſcy, and taking 
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upon him, inflead of the Image of the Power of God, the 


Form and Character of a Servant of God, p. 44. And 
to ſhew the Dean's great Reading, he tells us, p. 42, 
In this Senſe, all Chriſtians, ancient and modern, (S0- 


' cinians excepted) have under ſtood this Text. 


Now, 11{t. The Form of a Servant, as it ſtands here 
oppoſed to the Form of God, does not ſignify a Servant 
of God, or, a Servant t) God, It ſignifies That State 
which our Saviour took upon himſelt here, in Oppo- 
ſition to That Other State which he left, in which he 
was in the Form of God, But, 2. Tis not only his 


miſtake in the Meaning of wee Seas, that I tax him 


with ; but That unpardonable Inſult upon every Man's 
Senſes, in aiterting all Chriſtians, ancient and modern, 
to have underſtood this Text in bis Senie; except the 
Sociuians. I do not chooſe to be poſitive in a Matter 
of this Nature; but this I will ſay, that I do not know 
one Man, Ancient or Modern, Heretick or Orthodox, 
who ever took the meaning of eu in this Place to 
be Servant of God, Grotius ſays, Simi factus Servis, 
qui nibil proprium babent ; being made like Slaves, who 
have nothing of their own. The Reverend Dr 
Sherlock, Father to Mr Dean of Chich:fter, ſpeaking of 
Chriſt's taking upon him the form of a Servant, ſays; The 
plain Caſe is this; He was in the form of God, equal to 


| God, (before he came into the World) an! choſe to 


become Man, a Miniſter, a Servant, | you ſee, not a 


Servant of God,] and to ſubmit to a mean Liſe and an 


infamous Death for ow ſakes: Vind. of the Trinity, 


P. 242. Biſhop Pearſon ſays, In that he was made Man, 


be took upon him the form of a Servant, p. 122. Where 


That very learned Author has treated of theſe 
Words largely, but never once intimates the Meaning 


of them to be as ſignifying the Servant of God. If any 


Aan doubt how Chriſt emptied himfelf, the Text will ſatisfy 
him, twas by taking the form of a Servant; Tf any ſtill queſ- 
tion bow he took. the form of a Servant: be hath the Apoſtles 
reſolut ion, "twas by being made inthe likeneſs of Men: ibid. 


The 
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The Reverend Dr Bennet has very lately commented 
at large upon this Paſſage, but never once intimates 
any thing like this Notion of Mr Dean's; but Para- 
phraſes it thus, he vouchſafed upon ſome Occaſions to per- 
form ſeriale Adios, p. 68. Arch-Biſhop Tillotſon ſays, 
He took nt bim the Form of a Servant, and was made 
in the likeneſs of Men, that is, did really aſſume human 
Nature,-- was ol-ſcured, and diminiſhed, and became fo 
mean and ſo miſerable, &c. Vol. 2. p. 460, 461. In 
ſhort, I am ſo well ſatisfied of the Abſurdity and Ki- 
diculouſneſs of this New Comment of Mr Dean of 
Chicheſter, that whereas he has ſaid, ALL, both an- 
cient and modern, (Soctmans excepted) have underſtood 


the wee) Sexe as ſignifying the Form of a Servant of 


God, I ſcarce think that he can produce any One of 
any Credit in the World, who has underſtood it fo. I 
am perſuaded Mr Dean was the firſt that invented it, 
or publiſhed it. That our Savieur performed the Will 
of God, no Man ever doubted ; but that the reafen 
cf his being ſaid to be in the form of a Servant, is be- 


canſe he did the Will of bis Father, or becauſe he was 


the Servant of God, is what I ſhou'd be glad to ſee 
proved by One Evidence beſides himſelf. But this is 
not a more palpable Miſtake than 

7. That which occurs, p. 41. Angels Had not the 
weps Sci, the brightneſs of his Gods] Glory, but were 
all Servarts. Where doth this Learned Gentleman 
meet with dee Ss, the form of God, as ſignifying 
the ſame with the Brightucſs of God s Glory? or im- 
plying an Impoſſibility that Angels cou'd appear in 
it, becauſe S vants? Angels are all indeed Servants : But 
why cou'd not an Angel appear % geen Ne, in the 
Form of God? Did not the Angel of the Covenant ap- 
pear ſo? or the 4nyels, by whom the Law was given? 


Moge) ſignifiesthe Form, Likeneſs, Appearance: dlepꝛ , 
the Likeneſs of God. Any Angel therefore, or Servant, | 


whom God ſhould cc mmiſſion to tranſact Matters be- 
twizt him and Man, might appear % hege $8; that 


Phiaſe | 


Hy 
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' Phraſe " mplying no more than in the Likeneſs of 
God, and conſequently being peculiarly fit to fignity 
| thoſe only whom God ſends, 


8. But That which equais all the reft, and demon- 


: ſtrates the Dean's great Judgment in Critique, is his 
Aſſertion, p. 45, that ad- and Areoy3 are equivalent. 
This he pronounces evident from Mark 10; 42. 44. 
III repeat the Words: Vhaſorver will be great among 
yon, ſhall be your Miniſter, Siπνο . And whoſo-ver will 
be the chiefeſt; /ha!l be Servant #7a&+ of all. St Matthew 
has juſt the ſame Form of Expreſſion, ch. 20; 26, 27. 


In both thele Places, if Words can expreſs a difference, 
there is a plain one; even the ſame as there is betwixt 
great and chiefeſt, there is likewiſe between 4#7x0- 


and MN4xorG>, loweſt and low. If any will be great, let 


him be Naxzor&- low ; if greatef, or chizfeft, let him be 
Sie- the very loweſt of all. 
Laſtly, This Gentleman has endeavoured to give art 


Account of the Word iO, p. 45, 45; that it is 
far from ſignifying a Slave in the Biſbop's Senſe, properly 
Jo call'd; that it implies minm/{tring willingly to others 
for their good; that, in the Chriſtian Senſe, tis not in- 
covxſiſtent with Freedom; that tis uſed in Scripture of 
all Chriſtians with reſpect to the Service they owe to God, 
and the Love they owe to each Other, 


This I grant to be true. But furely Mr Dean ought 


to have diſtinguiſhed the Figurative Uſe of the Word, 
in which 'tis always uſed in the Chriſtian Senſe,) from 
the proper Signification of the Word. Nay, the reaſon 


of that Figurative Significat ion of the Word is ſo 


evident in Scripture, not taken from or founded 
upon mimſtring willingly to others, as the Dean inti- 
mates, (which Ji does not ſignify,) but from 
quite another thing, even the Original Meaning of 
the Word; that I am much furpris'd this Gentleman 
cou d miſs it. When the Apoſtle tells us, 1 Cor. 6, 20, 
een mwng, Je are bought with a Price, and th 
j 


ere tore 
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neither Body nor Soul are your own, this gives ſo juſt an 
Account of our being #220, Servants or Slaves in the 
Ch:iffian Senſe, that 1 leave it to Mr Dean's farther 
Conſideration and Second Thoughts. 
From theſe critical Errors I paſs to the Calumny 1t 
ſelf, with this fingle Obſervation ; That, taking the 
World as it is, and always was, and ever will be, 
Slaves will be Slaves, and Subjects will be Subjects: 
i. e. The one will be niſerable from their State and Con- 
dition, the Others not to: The one will be nullius Juris, 
have no Rights nor Privileges; the Others will have 
{ome Rights. To V hich now of theſe, is the Example 
of Chriſt's Sufferings more peculiarly it? The Example 
of Chriſt's Sufferings is more peculiarly fit for Men 
in aſffering and miſerable Condition, than for Men not in 
fuch a Condition; and conſequently more fit for Slaves, 
who by the Circumſtances they are in, are in a ſuf- 
fering State, than for Subjects, who, conſidered as 
ſuch, are not in in a ſuffering State. Nor is it an An- 
ſwer to ſay, that ſometimes Suhjeds are in a miſerable 
State, and ſome Slaves are very happy. Be it fo. In 
this Caſe the Example of Chriſt s Sufferimgs is more 
pecuizarly fit for the miſerable Sulject, than for the happy 
Slave. But this is no Objection againſt the Biſhop s 
Aſſertion, more than an Exception is to a General 
Rule: And if Mr Dean inſiſts upon this as an Anſwer, 
I muſt tell him, tis what the Logicians call a dicto 
ſecundum quid, ad dictum ſimpliciter. But not to digreſs 
from my main Deſign : | 


The Propoſition, as it lies in the Biſhop's Book, is 
This: The Example of our Lord is much more peculia ly 


fit to be urged to Slaves, by whoſe Condition be is pleas'd 
frequently to deſcribe his own low Eſtate ;, than to Subjects, 
whoſe Condition is never uſed to that purpoſe, and whom 


he is never ſaid to perſonate in bis loweſt and moſt oppreſſed 


Condition, 


Mr 
1 
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Mr Dean of Chicheſter has cited this thus. The Ex- 
ample of our Lord, is much more peculiarly fit to be urged 
to Slaves — than to Subjects. Now to wipe of the 
Charge of Calumny, the Dean aſſerts that the Words, 
as cited, make an entire Aſſe1tim, are the Biſhop's 
own Words, and make the whole of his Aſſertion; 
P- 55 8, 9 ; 5 * 

I reply, Fuß: The Propoſition, as it lies in Mr 
Dean's Book, is capable ot ſeveral Conſtructions, and 
in ſome ot thoſe Conſtructions the Senſe is Shocking: 
Whereas, as it is in the Biſhop's Book, tis capable 
of no other meaning, but what 1s ſo far from making 
a Cin iſtians Ears tingle, that tis ſtrictly true and juf. 
Herein hes the Calummy; and tis an egregious In- 
ſtance of it. Nay, the very firſt appearing Senſe 
that offers it ſelf to the Reader, as the Dean has cited 
it, is @ groſs one; and the Dean was conſcious of it, 
by his adding that twou'd make the Ears of a Chri- 


lian tingle. Whereas no Man, that I have heard of, 
by reading it as it is in the Bithop's Book, has ever 


found this Effect. 


2dly. Notwithſtanding Mr Dean has declared that he 
has cited the whol- of the Biſhop's A/ ertion, this is 
notoriouſly a miſtake. For, what he has omitted and 


| ſupplied by thoſe very ſignificant Blanks, are the 


Circumſtances which determine the meaning of the 
Words of the Aſſertion to a particular Senſe, and 
which make the Propoſition juſt. They limit That, 
which otherwiſe wou'd be general : And conſequently 
the Propoſition, as cited by the Dean, is a General 


one; as it lies in the Biſhop, is a particular one. 


A Sophiſm, which I have had too frequent Occaſion 


oy 
'F 
5 
4 


Controverſy. 


But waving all further Controverſy about this 


Calumny, I can't but call upon Mr Dean to make 
good the Six Articles here exh:bited by him againſt 


his Lordſhip; becauſe tis returning to the main 


E 2 


The 


8 
Ihe Firft is, That His Lordſhip not troubling himſelf 
fo conſider what regard onght to be paid to a regular 
Sncceftom, and what not; calls it (viz, regular Succeſſion, ) 
in contempt, The Invention of Men, vain Words, Niceties, 
Jrifles, Dreams, p. 55. 

This is an egregious Calumny: His Lordſhip has 
nat call'd a Regular Succeſſion by the name of T11fles, 
Nicet ies, &c. but has beſtowed thoſe Wards only upon a 
regular uninterrupted Succeſion, made abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to the favour of God, without which the ſin- 
cereſt Chriſtians ſhall not arrive at the Hoiſt of 
Heaven. See Anſwer to the Repreſentation, Sect. 
18. 

The Second is: His Lordſbip, not concerning him- 
Jelf to ſhew the true Uſe of Excommunication in the 
Church of Chrift, and thereby to ſhut out all falſe 
Claims, exhorts all Ciriftians to act without any regard 
to the Outcries of human Terror, or the ſolemn De- 
nuntiations c any Men upon Earth; and repre- 
ſent; human Benedictions, — Abſolntions, — Denun- 
flations, — Excommunications, as human Engines 


55 to work for a time (like other Evils) by 


Providence. 

I his is again a Second Calumny. For his Lordſhip 
bas concern d himſelf to ſhew the true Uſe of Excoms 
municaticn in the Church of Chriſt, and thereby to 
ſhut out all falſe Claims. Nay, he has done this, by 
particularly examining a falſe Notion of the Dean of 
Chichefter himſelf. Which makes my Surprize the 
greater, that Dr Sherlock, of all Men, ſhou'd ſay this. 
gee Anſw.to Repreſent. Sect. 7. 


The Third Charge is; His Lordſhip, not endeavoure 


ing to ſbew the juſt Limits of Church-Power, declares there 
is no Power in the Church : That no one of Chriſt”s Subjects, 
more thau another, hath Authority to judge, cenſure, or 


puniſn the Servants of another Maſter, in Matters 


relating purely to Conſcience and Salvation. p. 
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This isa Charge, of the ſame Stamp with the former. 
For his Lordſhip has endeavour'd to ſhew the juſt 
Limits of Church-Power, and has at large examin- 
ed this Objection, in his Anſwer to the Repreſentati- 
on, Sed. 6, 8,9. 

The Fom th is; His Lordſhip, not conſidering that ma- 
y Chriſtians cannot read, that more of them cannot read 
the Scriptures without an Interpreter; affirms, with re- 
ſped to all Chriſtiaus equal y, That the Scriptures in neceſ- 
ſary Points need no Interpreter; p. 57. 

This is as meer a Cavil, as ever was invented. 
However, the Biſhop has a&ually conſidered it in his 
Anſwer, Ic. Sect. 20, 21. 

The Fifth Charge is; His Lordſhip, not endeauour- 
71:g to ſlate the juſt Limits of the Civil Authority in this 
matter (i. e. in Matters of Religion,) afirms that there is 
Mo ſuch Authority : and that, if any Men upon Earth 
have a right to add to the Sanctions of Chriſt's 
Laws, — they are ſo far Kings in his ſtead, and reign 
in their own Kingdom and not in his; i. e. as be ex- 
plams himſelf in his Sermon, They ſo far take Chriſt's 
Kingdom out of His hands and place it in their 
own. 


This Charge, too has been conſidered by his Lord- 


ſhip, Who has endeavoured to ſtate the juſt Limits of 


the Civil Authority in Matters of Religion; and has 
conſidered the jt of theſe Paſſages cited from him, 
in his Anſw. &c. c. 2. Sect. 2. 6, 7, &c. And tho' Mr 


Dean is pleas'd, in a Note upon this Charge, to ſay 
that the Biſhop has not thonght fit to take any Notice of 


the Latter Sentence from the Sermon, tho' he had 


once objected it; I hope upon Second Thonghts, he 
will not think it required a particular Reſpect to be 
paid it as a diſtinct Objection, ſince it means no 


more than the Former Sentence does. Tis literally 
true, that thoſe who make any Declarations of their 


ritþ 
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with regard to the Favour of God, they ſo far take 
the Kingdom of Chriſt out of His hands, and place 
it in their own. They make their own Deciſions to be 
the Will of God, and what muſt neceſſarily determine 
the final Dooms of Men; and conſequently maxe 
themſelves Kings in that Kingdom, which was e- 
ow only tor Spiritual Ends by Chriſt him- 
elf. 
Ihe Laſt Charge 1s; that his Lordſhip, rather thay 
allow temporal Encouragements, when applied in the beſt 
Manner, to be of any Service to true Religion; frames 
a New definition of Religion on purpoſe to throw out 
temporal Enconrage ments; and affirms, That the Belief 
of another World is what alone renders our beft Acti- 
ons Religion; from whence they flow; and from 
whence when they do not flow, they ceaſe to be Religi- 
ou. p. 58. 
1 ſhall only fay, that rather than his Lordſhip 
ſhall go off not abuſed, his Words ſhall be fo cited as 
to make them Nonſenſe. After the Word Keligion, 
In this Citation, there are omitted only theſe Words, 
which make the Senſe perfectly good; © as it is the 
* Principle within UV, from which, &c. And now, nei- 
ther is this Definition of Religion a New Definition ; 
Nor was it framed to throw out temporal Encourage- 
gements ; Nor 1s his Lordihip againſt temporal En- 
couragements when applied in the Be manner, but 
only when applied in the 3'orft, See c. 2. Sed. 6, 
S. 11. | 

And now I have gone over theſe Three TraQs 
of this learned Gentleman, I muſt own that be bas 
the Liberty to write as be thinks fit. A Liberty that He 
has often claim'd in this Controyerſy ; but which, 
I beg of him, may not be turn'd into Licentionſneſs, 
For my own Part, I think this Controverſy of ſuch 
Moment to the World, that I rejoyced when it began, 
as hoping to ſce at length the Truth in this impor- 
tant Matter, debated, examined thoroughly, and #4 | 
| 0 N 
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tled. I think it the common Cauſe of All Mankind ; 


I think it the particular Cauſe of the Reformation, and 
ol that Church to which I think it an Honour to my 


ſelf to belong. But as the Controverſy is of ſuch in- 
finite Moment, it has had more than its ſhare of 
Mixtures and Artful Windings; and has been ſo clear- 
ly deſerted by ſome Gentlemen, by turning it to per- 
ſonal Reflexions and Calumnies, that I con'd not but 
take ſome Notice of it. The Spirit of Calumny and 
Detraction ought no more to be permitted to reign, 
than the Spirit of Perſecution. And if there be ſuch 
as can allow themſelves the Liberty of abuſing and 
miſrepreſenting no leſs a Perſon than a Biſhop, I 
perſwade my felt I nced no Apology for vindicating 
one whom I think an Honour to the Scat he. is 
plac'd in. 
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